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with them.   The link of Norman and papal history was there-
fore definitely established.
The danger from the Normans had also alarmed the Eastern The schism
Emperor, Constantine IX, and an alliance between him and *>etYeen th®
.,      t>	.•  i   t      tt-^i     L	it.-	-,i  Eastern and
the Jrope was negotiated.   Hitherto, papal relations with
the Eastern , Emperor had been anything but friendly. Churches
Furthermore, the gap between the Eastern and Western
Churches had considerably widened. In ritual and in law
there were obvious differences between them, but the vital
question was one of authority. Theoretically, there was only
one Church, and over it the Popes claimed the headship;
this was constantly resisted by the Patriarchs of Constanti-
nople, usually by the Emperors as well. In the long degrada-
tion of the papal office, this could hardly be a live issue ;
but it awoke to life again when the Papacy was reformed
and Leo was making the headship a reality in the West. The
Patriarch, Michael Cerularius, who was a man of much greater
force of character than the Emperor, was determined to
maintain his independence. Accordingly he opposed the
alliance with the Papacy, realising that the result would be
the extension of papal authority in South Italy, even over
the Church in Apulia and Calabria at present subject to
himself. He not only prevented the alliance ; he also
managed to bring the controversy on the question of authority
to a head, in spite of the fact that Constantine for reasons of
policy was favourable to the papal claims, just at the time
that Leo was in the hands of the Normans. A papal embassy,
headed by cardinal Humbert, a man as rigid and obstinate
as the patriarch with whom he had to treat, only made matters
worse. The legates reached Constantinople in the month
that Leo died, and after an acrimonious controversy failed
in their mission in spite of the Emperor's friendliness to them,
and departed leaving behind them a bull anathematising the
patriarch. This enabled the latter to force the Emperor's
hand. With popular acclamation the bull was publicly
burned on 20 July 1054, and, as the patriarch designed, the
schism between the two Churches was made a definite fact.
In spite of many attempts, it was never healed, for the same
reason that had brought it into being — the refusal of Con-
stantinople to recognise papal authority over it. Not only
did this schism prevent union against the common enemy in

